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Dear Senator Feinstein:
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J am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
am also a licensed pilot, and as a Marine officer
helicopters and observation aircraft. As you can see I have
a lifelong interest in aviation.
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operc.\tions. I <~m told t')f thE> "::;(2) frE>quenc::ies that at'-E.'
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators, spectators
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished
as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly reduced.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans
up to 10 feet and weight as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
t.hem'E;el Vf::'5 are e;q:iE::'nsi ve to bui 1 d cH--lei I'-ept"e~:;ent hunc:lt' (:,df;'; of mc:\n-'
hours labor; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft.
l>JE' o'ften ,C 1your mCH:!f:,,.1 ~:; at orgE\ni. zed eVt?nt<::, c:\nd c::ontf.::~:;t5 trJI'tf,il--P

hundreds of operators participate. We need the USB of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
E~n \i i F' on m(;:~n t .
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~'adl 0 control ,ri~d'elers.'/ The FCC may not thi nk we arE' as
Important as busin~~s tiser~of radios, but we have a considerable

11n\ll:;~stmEmt. in Our m~del.s and in our radio equipment. We also
1'-'l?pn;:~!:-:;E~rYt: a c::ol1sti tueh2y'c?f ,-several hundred thousand nation wi de.
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Please help me ~bntihcie;t~e safe enjoyment of my pastime by
NOT allowing the FCC to carry o~t its proposal for the 72-76 MHz
band.

897 ESCONDIDO CT.
SONOMA, CA. 95476



Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am a U.C.L.A. Professor who fln~Js ~;~ax~tJ.i·lari~2Jleasure in the building and
flying of radio controlled gliders. I am active in our local club that flies in a public park
on the Palos Verdes Penninsula. I have been interested in the theory and practice of
flight since childhood, and this hobby gives me the opportunity to follow that interest in
both a theoretical and a practical way.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
approved, this will greatly reduce the usability of the frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents, injuries and attendant liabilities for
controlling model airplanes.

We currently share our band (72 - 76 MHz) With private mobile dispatch
operations, however, our frequencies are far enough apart that we have had no
interference with each other. Now the F.e.e. wants to create more mobile frequencies
by narrowing the bandwidths and re-arranging the band plan. I have been told that
this will reduce the number of usable Re. bands from 50 to 18 or 19 safe frequencies.

When we fly, we have an elaborate safety system to ensure that no radio
interference can cause a loss of aircraft control for the protection of spectators and
property in the area. A reduction in the number of usable frequencies will significantly
increase the danger of injury and property damage.

1'm sure that the F.C.C. does not think we are as important as commercial users,
however, I, personally have 6 radios and aircraft, each worth $300.00 to $500.00.
Some of my compatriots have invested thousands in their aircraft and radios. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself, and adds
significantly to the enjoyment of retirement of many of my friends who have worked all
their lives to have these hobbies to enjoy in their later years.

I le~pecllulIY request yournelp to allow me and my retired friends-to continue 
the safe enjoyment of our pastime by D.Q!..allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

~~
Dr. Donald F. Duperon
30169 Via Victoria
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA
90274
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Gary L. Ware
336SeasideDr.
Pacifica, Ca.
94044
AHA #71885

THE HONORABLE SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: PR Docket 92-235

I am very disturbed and concerned about the proposed rules changes
under consideration by the FCC regarding PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the new rules will virtually eliminate 31 of the 50
channels now allocated to Radio Control Miniature Aircraft. These
channels were created by a joint effort of the Academy of Model
Aeronautics and the FCC over a span of years. This past co
operation has been instrumental in expanding the model aircraft
industry into a multi-million dollar industry and also increasing
the membership roles of the Academy of Model Aeronautics. As many
as ~ quarter of a million model aircraft enthusiasts would be
adve~sely affected. I personally have upgraded all my equipment to
meet::the recently approved standards and my four transmitters and
sev~ receivers would be obsolete. What makes this untenable is
this, equipment was purchased, to the tune of several hundred
dolllrrs, within the last three years to meet the new "1992"
staIfdards. The manufacturers, who have recent I y upgraded thei r
equi~ment and have considerable investments in these upgrades, as
welr-:as inventory, would find themselves left holding the bag.

v·

The proposed frequencies are "too close" and too powerful to not
affect our receivers, and the safety of our sport will be seriously
compromised. We operate in the 72-76 MHz band which is primarily
used for private land based mobile dispatch operations. Our
channels are 20 MHz apart which allows a 10 Mhz safety zone on
ei ther side of each channel for mobile dispatch purposes. The
proposed new rules allow new channels into these safety zones and
allowable tolerances would overlay our present model aircraft
channels.

I have been actively involved in model aviation for 40 years. I
hope to continue to be active in this sport into my retirement in
a few years. I devote a lot of time and energy into promoting this
sport and instruct groups of youngsters on a volunteer basis in my
spare time. I am physically handicapped and find Radio Control
Modeling activities an enjoyable and rewarding hobby. r am an AMA
member (#71885) and am actively involved in a club of 125 members
who rent and maintain a 320 ft. runway. This club is open to the
public. I have competed in regional and national contests, and am
presently very involved on a racing team.

Please allow the current frequency spacing to remain in effect.

Sincerel.y,! .////
.;t.~t//~
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Jay Widdows
10333 Alexandria st.
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January 28, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
u.s. Senate
313 Dirkesen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sirs:

93003

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communication Commission; NPRM-PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, these new rules will greatly reduce
usable Tadio frequencies currently assiqned for model use.

Our assigned radio frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
Presently, our radio control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either user interfering with each other.

-By creating more land mobile frequencies under the proposed NPRM-PR
Docket 92-235, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
controlled model operations. Of the 50 frequencies we currently
have available, already crowded with model use, only 19 will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

Radio controlled modeling is a multi-million dollar industry as
well as a recreational sport enjoyed by many thousands of people
worldwide. Most model aircraft enthusiasts have hundreds of
dollars invested in their aircraft as well as thousands of hours in
labor.

Our only link to our model aircraft is a clear radio frequency. If
that frequency is interrupted, even for a few moments, control is
lost and down the airplane comes ... where it chooses and at full
speed. A five to 20 pound object coming down from the heavens 
out of control - at 75 to 100 m.p.h. can be quite lethal, not to
mention the loss the modeler suffers if he is fortunate enough to
hit a clear area.

This legislation, if passed will spell the death of radio
controlled model aircraft. I strongly urge you to oppose this
proposed rule.

ncerely,

~
lWiddOWS



JllDUary 30, 1993

The Honorable Diane Fienstien
united 8tata 8aJate
Wasbinetoo, D. C. 20~10

Re: PR Docket 92·235

:0.. 8enIt0l' Feinstein:

I have bea1 iotaated in aviatiOll for III long IS I can remanber. I am vtrj active in several local clubs whose memben e!\ioy
cotJStructina and operat.iaB radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under comideration by the Federal ComaulQicatioos Commission
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. Ifadopted. the new JUles will &mtlY mlucc the usability offi:equalcics CUl'l"CIlt1y
assigned fOl' model use and increMe the risk ofaccidents and the attmdant liability for ronlrolling modd airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 • 76 MHz band. This bind is primIrily used for private land mobile dispCch
openUOI18. However, out radio control ftequencies in this band are far enousb apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering wilh the other.

Now the FCC wants to create IIl(ft Imi mobile frequencies by split.t.iq them into narrower bandwidths and re8ITIlJ8iug the band
pia. As a result. many land mobile &equencits will move closer to the radio control &equencics and cause i.atcrference to radio
oordrol opcratioos. I 1mtold that ofthe SO frequcnciCl that IIJ"e presently available for radio control ofmodel aiIplmes, only 19
frequencies will be left ifthese new rules are adopted-

When we fly our model airpIaoeI under radio control, we go to great 1tDgIbs to usure tile IIfety oftile operators and b'ystanders
mel the protection ofproperty. Many oftbe safety precautions involve the careful coordiDation rmd use oftbe ndio control
fi'equeades. Ifthe number ofusable fi'tquencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the rernaini.ng frequencies wiD become
COJI8C*d and the IDICgin ofsafety will be ~M1y decrased.

Please understand that mmy model IlirpIIMS have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 01' 40 pounds. The models
tbemaelVCll are ex:peDllive to build; but more to the point. they are capeble ofcausing property damage, sc:rioos injury, or even
de8h ifradio iJUrfemJCe CIU8tB the operator to lose control ofthe a"&:ft. We ofttn fly our models at organized events ad contests
where hundreds ofopa1dorI participate and hundreds more come to watch. We need the use ofour full complement ofradio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying env1rooment.

I do not think it is wise of1hc FCC to IICCk. to improve the opcIlItiq coaditioos ofland mobile radio usm at the expaJBe ofradio
coatrol modelers. The FCC may not tbiak we are as importaat as busiaess users ofradios., but we have a cooside.rable investrnI'!Dt
in our modc:lll and in our radio ~uipmcnt. The: lwbby providClmmy hounl ofaijoymcnt to thouBands ofpeople like myxlfmd
contributes to the advancement. and development ofthe commercial aviation industry. I am a member of the Academy of Model
Aa'onautic:s and there arc well over 200,000 members in that national orsaniution

Pleue help me to contimJe the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76
MHz band.

Sincerely,

c~\)~
25291 Fir Avenue
Mtw'eno Valley, CA 92553



The Honorable Ms. Feinstein
U.S. Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

')3 Fir:. 2 Pit t~: 39
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January 20, 1993

I am employed at a hobby distribution company that sells mostly radio
controlled hobby products. It is a good job that provides steady income for me
and my family.

It appears that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will put my company and, therefore, my job in
jeopardy. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.

In that action, I understand that by 1996 mobile users of other electronic
equipment for voice communications, inventory control, bar code readers and the
like would be able to use frequencies within 2.5 KHz of the radio frequencies
used by our customers - RIC modelers. Now, there is safe spacing of 10 KHz
between fixed commercial users and our frequencies.

Putting PR Docket 92-235 into effect will eliminate safe use of many
frequencies now used by RIC modelers on the 72 and 75 MHz bands. This not
only creates a health hazard but will really hurt the RIC hobby business, possibly
costing me my job.

In an economic time when jobs are hard to come by, I hope you won't take
this action and eliminate thousands of jobs related to this industry as well as the
pastime of hundreds of thousands of modelers across the U.S.

I urge you to give this your personal and immediate attention as
the FCC has required that all public comments be made by February
26, 1993. Please keep 10 KHz spacing between all frequencies on 75 and 72
MHz bands as the rule now stands.

Thank you for your timely consideration.

Sincerely,t ulc?V!-/}J!1 C( ,,<:_L~



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 B~rt Senate Office Building
Wash4nbt~,?I5i.eAr~'JJI

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things wi 11 change for the better in Washington. I am wri ting
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.e. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.e.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 I<hz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty yea~s and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastim€!offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely
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The Honorable Dianne Fei?J3~l:b!. ,-' ,."
331 Hart Senate Office 'Building
washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating yeu on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

fust of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what-a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
TI1ere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.
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Edward J. Morgan
620 Alma Ct.
Dixon, CA 95620

(: \3
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~norable Dianne Feinstein

31 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am a radio-controlled (R/C) model airplane/boat/car enthusiast. I have
been involved in RIC models for over 30 years. I, and my 5 sons, enjoy our hobby
very much and have a considerable financial investment in our models and radio
systems. It's a great hobby for the young and adults, too. It's also a terrific
way for parents to share "quality time" with their kids. A wholesome,
educational hobby like this also helps to keep the kids out of trouble!

I am ve~ concerned about proposed rules that are under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket
92·235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and liability for controlling model airplanes, boats, and cars.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our RIC frequencies
in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share this band without either use interfering with the other.

,1I••••'.·••IIi'...eccc wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the RIC frequencies and cause
interference (loss of control) to our models. This can cause considerable and
costly damage to our equipment and to whatever (or whoever) the out-of
control model strikes!

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio-control modelers.
Please help us to continue the safe enjoyment of our hobby by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band. Thank you for your time
and consideration.

Sincerely,



January 25. 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstcin p\,;i\ \: 32
United States Senate ',jj3 J~N 2 ~\
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I have been interested in aviation for some time now. To pursue my interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft constnu:tion and flying. I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the expense of this hobby I have a substaincial financial investment in model aircraft.
kits, engines and tools.

I am ver)' concerned about the proposed rule thnt is currentl)' under considerntion b)' the Federal
Communication~C.ommission (FCC), Thp :'''(\(,I'(~di~g isPR l)ocket 92-235. If ad<:'ll(ed the new nde will
greatl)' reduce theusnbllit)· offrequencies'Currentl)· assigned for RIC model usc and increase the risk of
accidents and attend~mt Ij;)bilit~·.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. Ho\\ever. our radio controlled frequencies in this band arc far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we ha"e been able to share the band without either of us interfering with each other.

The Notice of Proposed Rulc Making (NPRM) in PR DocliCt 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new
Part 88. Part 90 allo\\"s for safe use of RIC a+rcraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The ne\\ Part 88 will allo\\" mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us. eliminaling safe usc of at least 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on thc 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. In facl. more channels \\illlikcly be arrected

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions im'olve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining
frequencies will become congesled and the margin of safety will be greally decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC 10 seek to expand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the radio-eontrol modelers, The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radio. but we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry thaI must be saved
from these delrimcnt(lj FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the ad'"ancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Plense help mc continuc thc sllfc enjoyment of m~ pllstimc h~' not ~)lIowing the FCC to e,lrr)' out its
prollOsnl PR DoeliCt 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz bllnd. Wc ~lll need ~'our help u.'gently bcclluse the FCC has a
deadline of Februa.·y 26, 1993 after which it may becomc mo.·c difficult to ,)\'oid halting these prollOsals
from going into effect.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I have been interested in aviation for some time now, To pursue my interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft construction and flying, I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios, Due to the expense of this hobby I have a substaincial financial investment in model aircraft,
kits, engines and lools,

I am ,'er)' concerned about the I)TOJ}oscd rule thllt is currentl)' under consideration b)' the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The I)roceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adOI)ted the new rule ",ill
greatl)' reduce the uSllbilit), off'rcquenc:cs cur.entl:. assigned (Oi" RIC ""odd use and increase the risk-of
accidents and attendllnt Iillbilit)"

Our radio-controlled frequen'cies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations, However, our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we ha\'e been able to share the band without either of us interfering with each other,

The Notice'ofProposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new
Part 88, Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aifoCraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial uscrs and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts The ne\\ Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2,5 Khz of frcquencies available 10 us. elimin<lling s<lfe use of at leasl 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of Ihe 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists In facl. more channels \\i1llikcl~ bc affeclcd.

When we oper<lte our RIC models. we go 10 great lenglhs to assure safcty of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of properly, Many of our safc\) precaulions im'oh'e Ihe careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies, If the number of use<lble frequencies is diminished <lS proposed by Ihe FCC. the remaining
frequencies ,,,ill become congested and the m<lrgin of $(lfely \\ill be grcCltly decreased,

I don't think il is wise of thc FCC to seck 10 expand the operiJtion conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the radio-control modelers, The FCC may notlhink we Clre CIS import<lnl as business users of radio. but we have
a considerable investmenl in our models and in our radio equipmcnt. It is <l sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimClllal FCC actions, Thc hobby pro\'idcs mClny hours of enjoymell\ to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself <lnd contributcs to the ad"ancement <lnd
development of the commercial aviation industry,

Please hell) me continue the s'lfe enjo~ment of m) pastime b) not allowing the FCC to carr)' out its
prOI)Osal PR Docl.et 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz bmld. We all need )'our help urgentl)' because the FCC has a
deadline of Februar) 26, ]993 after which it ma) become mOI'e diOicult to a\'oid halting these Ilroposals
from going into effect.

D~"f3\L 6~<>~\\(--
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Sincerely,

f)Ai1'1J(
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February 1,1993.

Dear Mrs. Feinstein,

I obtained a copy of ~5~<fI!!@nqy r-tl\el:t:4:Jrom a recent model airplane

and hobby show and I am alarmed that the FCC is planning to add

frequencies for mobile telephones in the middle of the ban designated

for remote control models. I realize that mobile telephones are grow-

ing in popularity but adding these frequencies would affect a lot of

modelers in the 72.00 to 75.00 MHZ ban of which I am a part. I would

feel very sad if someone with a mobile phone driving down the road

crashed my valuable model airplane. Please review NPRM - PH Docket

92-235 and help prevent this action from happening.

J.L. Sullivan
2357 Beach St.
Oceano, Ca. 93445



HELP! ! Reference PR Docket 92-235

I am asking for your help in not voting for the proposed PR Docket
92-235 for the modification of radio frequencies. In 1991 radio
control frequencies for model use was made effective across the
United states. This caused the obsolescence of $1000 worth of my
equipment. I have replaced this equipment with new 1991
requirement equipment for an additional $1000~. If this bill goes
through my equipment would have to again be replaced. There are
members in my club that have difficulty paying the $40 I year fee
to be a member. One member can not afford to replace his $100
radio control unit just to change frequency again. He is retired.

Modification to the band width would increase the price of
equipment where young people could not afford to enter the hobby
of radio control.

I have been in this hobby for 30 years and now have to buy
insurance to fly model. This is a $100000 policy just to fly
1Jl(Hip.l~. Tf tfbi~ hill 1<0( ~nnY('\"Pln ~nn ... ,,111nm... nt- 'XIU<llt- hAq ~"nrf1f=1Arftne rlsk to lylng models Wlll increase aue to tne tre Ue cy Dana
width and this will increase the cost of insurance.

In summary I ask you please, "DO NOT APPROVE DOCKET 92-925"

James U. Corkern
5327 Meadowbluff ct.
Camarillo Ca. 93012
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Ms. Boxer:

I am a retired electrical engineer. I have taken up one of my childhood joys, building
and flying model airplanes. I am concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned to those of us who fly radio controlled model
airplanes.

Frequencies for the control of radio controlled model aircraft are in the 72-76 MHz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
Currently the model aircraft control frequencies are sufficiently distant from the land
mobile frequencies that we share the band without interfering with one another.

The FCC now wants to crowd more land mobile frequencies into the band. Greatly
increasing the possibilities of thoseirequencies interfering with model airplane control
frequencies.

Model airplane flying clubs practice strict discipline in the use of their control
frequencies. They are aware of the hazards to life and property when control is lost
with a flying model.

Some modelers' planes are fast and heavy and can produce a frightening impact if
crashed. Mine are light and soaring, and if control is lost while the model is in a
thermal it will be born upward out of sight, to land somewhere probably far away.

The FCC is unwise to consider the enhancement of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control model builders and fliers. Please bend your efforts to disallow
this crowding of the 72-76 MHZ band.

Yours very truly,

David A. Hodges
34337 Road 168
Visalia, CA 93292
(209) 798-1963

1



February 1, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Hart Building, Room 331
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am among many in this area who are active in building and flying
model rad~o controlled airplanes. This is a hobby many father and son
and many others like myself enjoy and have enjoyed for many years.

Moders like myself and others in the Bay Area Who belong to clubs,
which there are many, have hundreds and up thousands of dollars inves
ted in airplanes and rad~o equipement. I am very concerned about the
proposed rules that are c-..:..:c:ce;.-.Ll.l' ......ue~ ,-u...::>.i.uc~c..... .i.u.. J.J1' ......e .l.''-'- • .l. ..e

The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will gre
atly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model
use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for con
trolling model aieplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is Primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use intering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by split
ing them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band pland. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio con
trol frequencies and cause interference to radio control frequencies
and their operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are pre
sently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequen
cies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safty of the operators and bystanders and the pro
tection of property. Many of our safty precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaning
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safty will be great
ly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. the models themselves are
expeHsive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models
at organized events and contest where hundreds of operators participate.
We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying envirment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operat
ing conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development
of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not al
lowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



February 1, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

P;'1 5: 57

I'M just a hard working California faMily Man that Must speak out

against the PR Docket 92-235. This ruling Must not pass as it

will interfere with the safety of all.

When we fly our Model airplanes under radio control. we go to

great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and

bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety

precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio

control frequencies. If the nUMber of usable frequencies is

diMinished as proposed by the FCC, the reMaining frequencies will

becoMe congested and the Margin of safety will be greatly

decreased.

The frequencies as they stand now are already as close as they

should every get, as there have been accidents caused by

interference even now. I do not think it is wise of the FCC to

seek to iMprove the operating conditions of land Mobile radio

users at the expense of radio control Modelers. The FCC May not

think we are as iMportant as business users of radios, but we

have a considerable investMent in our Models and our equipMent.

Please help Me continue the safe enjOYMent of My pastiMe by not

allOWing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHZ

band.

D~
f:,~ifl1f!-/) L Itt/Xv b--,~/!;;'"
2900 Semiconductor Drive
Santa Clara. California 95051

Sincerely. V
;{/<-evJ I o/':'y

Richard L King ~



William L. Jacobson
3827 Forbell Place

Fallbrook, CA 92028
(619) 728-0142, \ '7: niO
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February I, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

I am writing regarding a newly proposed rule by the FCC, which is titled NPRM - PR Docket
92-235. This rule will have a disastrous effect on my life long hobby of flying radio controlled
airplanes. I am retired and spend 10 to 20 hours a week on my favorite pastime. I build and fly
miniature airplanes, which are individually controlled from the ground via transmitters and radio
frequencies. I became involved in this hobby when I was 10 years old, and have been actively
involved with radio controlled planes ever since. A radio controlled plane takes hundreds of
hours to build. At completion the planes weigh between 5 and 30 pounds and can fly in excess
of 100 miles per hour. I have several thousand dollars invested in airplanes, engines,
transmitters, and related parts. Additionally, I belong to and am active in one of over 1,000
radio controlled flying clubs in the United States. Members ages range from 11 to 80. On any
given weekend you can fmd dozens of flyers at club flying fields. There are countless
competitive contests held yearly throughout the U.S. In San Diego county alone there are 25
flying clubs, including one at Miramar Naval Air Station. We support area hobby stores and
equipment manufactures, and are generally quite active in the community.

The passage of the newly proposed rule will create a serious safety problem for flyers and
spectators alike. The new frequencies the FCC is planning can at any time interfere with the
frequencies that we use for our radio controlled planes. Radio interference does not simply
cause static or noise. To a radio controlled plane and flyer, it means CRASH!

As you can imagine, the proposed rule will in effect, destroy out hobby. As a member of your
constituency I am asking that you do not permit the FCC from changing the rules that will
destroy our flying ability. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

William L. Jacobson



ryant A. THompson

4fl N. Harbor Drive. Fort Bragg. CA 95437
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington D.C. 20515

Dear Senator Feinstein:

This letter is in reference to NPRM PR Docket 92-235.

Topside

I would like to ask you to oppose this document's implementation. I
am a modeler with interest in both radio controlled airplanes and boats.
It is my understanding this Document (Law) would/could cause interference
to my equipment thereby either requiring me to purchase new equipment or
risk crashing my mo.els. This could be very dangerous to person or
property in the vicinity and expensive to me personally.

I presently have 22 flyable airplmes and 5 operable boats. The expense
of replacing this equipment would be almost impossible for me to justify.

Thanking you in advance.
Sincerely,

~~
421 No. Harbor Dr.
Fort Bragg, Ca. 95437
707-964-8273
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The Honorable Dianne IXTinsfem \ ',I

331 Hart Senate Office-~~{Yding
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control MOdel hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled MOdels for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
l11ere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely,



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein _ c \ '. S1
" \United States Senate e" ',: ":, _e :,)

Washington, DC 205Hr.: \ "

Dear Senator Feinstein:

February 1, 1993

I have been interested in aviation since my childhood. My involvement with model airplanes provided an
important basis for pursuing a career as an airline pilot. I am currently a Captain with United Airlines, based in
San Francisco. My involvement with radio controlled airplanes continues today by participating in organized
events across the country. This challenging and rewarding hobby is being threatened by the need for land space,
noise concerns, and now by the Federal Communications Commission.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the EC.C. The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies
allotted for model use and increase the risk of accidents.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHZ band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. The frequencies assigned for model use are presently far enough apart from land mobile
users that we can coexist without any mutual interference.

The FCC now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into a narrower bandwidth and
rearranging the band plan. Many land mobile frequencies would move closer to frequencies used by radio
controlled models creating an environment prone to interference. There are 50 frequencies currently available for
model airplane use, but only 19 would remaiILif the new rules are adopted.

Safety is the primary concern when flying radio controlled aircraft. Careful coordination and use of radio control
frequencies are inclusive to the safety precautions established at every model flying site. If the number of useable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and our
margin of safety will be greatly reduced.

Some model airplanes have wingspans up to 10 feet and may weigh as much as 40 pounds. The racing airplanes
with which I compete are capable of speeds of 180 MPH. There is a significant investment in time and money in
each of my airplanes. More importantly, however, is the possibility of property damage, serious injury, or even
death if radio interference causes loss of control of one of these airplanes. Our models are often flown at
organized events and contests with hundreds of operators and spectators. We need our full complement of radio
control frequencies to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operations of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. Maybe the FCC thinks we are not a<; important as business radio users. I have several
thousand dollars invested in radio control equipment. The hobby continues to provide a challenge and many
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself. I have two sons, ages 6 and 8, who are learning about
math, science, and technology through their exposure to model airplanes. The FCC should not be allowed to
thwart this rewarding and educational activity.

Please help me and others to continue the safe enjoyment of this pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHZ band.

Sincerely,

XOt-<- e:~
Lou Rodriguez
2683 Lin Gate Ct.
Pleasanton, CA 94566



To: The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Feb. 1, 1993

From: James D. Kennedy
1065 Driftwood St.
Corona, CA 91720

Ret. NPRM PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Diane Feinstein:

(). 1 .-

I lie: 0 I

I am retired and spend many hours building and flying Radio Controlled
Air Planes, I also use this as a means to involve the younger generation in
a healthy sport, thereby reducing the detrimental street gang intluence.
The club I belong to (Circle City Flyers of Corona) is trying developing a
program with the Salvation Army to work with their youth.

It has come to my attention that Docket 92-235, is a plan to insert
some higher power mobile transmitters very close to the presently assigned
Radio Control RiC frequencies, within 2.5 Kilo Hertz. With the present
technology our RiC receivers would not function correctly and a serious
safety hazard would exist. Model aircraft traveling at 50 to 130 MPH can
and will do great damage to any thing in their path if control is lost due
to interfering signals in close proximity to the receiver frequency. The
present receiver band width is about 10 to 15 Kilo Hertz. Allowing a
higher power signal within 2-5 Kilo Hertz will swamp the control signal,
and cause loose of control.

If this docket is passed I will have to have allot my equipment
modified or give up my hobby. I have a substantial investment in my hobby
and would not look kindly on anyone that would allow this kind ot financial
burden to occur.

I don't have the exact number of RiC Pilots in the UnIted States but
the Academy of Model Aeronautics (AMA) has well over 400,00U members, and
I believe about 300,000 fly RIC. Each pilot probably owns an average ot 5
radio systems. The radios range in price from $150.00 to $1200.0U,
approximate value $225,000,000 to $1,800,000,000. In addition to the radio
equipment there is the cost of the aircraft and engines. As you can see we
are talking a great deal of individual money and a lot of pIlots, wives and
friend who will be voting for someone else it this is approved.

Please help me continue the sate enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals tor the 12-J6 MHz band.

Thank you for taking the time to read and consider what I have had
to say.

/=: 0,..// I.
i C :'1f:://<?_.v~~

IJames D. Kennedy
AMA 128746
K6ZEQ


